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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group II, claims 1-8, 34, 37, 41-42, and 
45-46 in the reply filed on August 6, 2009 is acknowledged. However, claim 41 is 
dependent on non-elected claim 38. Accordingly, claim 41 will not be treated on the 
merits hereinafter. 

Specification 

2. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-2, 5-6, 34, 42, 45, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Moore (US 6347319). 

Regarding claims 1 , 42 and 45, Moore teaches a unit and method for receiving 
contents and a contents code corresponding to the contents (column 3, lines 2-10); 

a storage unit (10) which stores the contents and the contents code (column 3, 
lines 64-65: the database 10); 
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a code reading unit which reads the contents code from a paper-type display 
medium on which the contents code is recorded (column 3, lines 21-23); and 

a control unit (column 3, line 24: the processor) which obtains the contents 
corresponding to the contents code read by the code reading unit from the storage unit 
and displays the contents on the paper-type display medium (column 3, lines 28-32). 

Regarding claim 2, Moore teaches the control unit recording a code (16) 
indicating a times-of-use, which is a number of times the contents are displayed on the 
paper-type display medium, on the paper-type display medium (column 4, lines 2-3: the 
activity summary 16 serves to report the times of use). 

Regarding claim 5, Moore teaches a list (24) presenting unit which presents a list 
of information (24) related to a plurality of contents corresponding to the contents code 
read by the code reading unit (column 4, lines 38-43); and 

a unit (22) which displays the contents selected from the list by a user on the 
paper type display medium (column 4, lines 37-38). 

Regarding claim 6, Moore teaches the paper-type display medium comprising a 
contents display portion in which the contents are displayed, and an invariable code 
recording portion in which the contents code is recorded in an unalterable state (column 
3, lines 2-10: a printed barcode is unalterable). 

Regarding claim 34, Moore teaches a contents receiving unit which receives 
contents (column 3, lines 2-10); 

a contents storing unit which stores the contents (column 3, lines 64-65); 

a contents code reading unit which reads a contents code and an attribute code 
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from a paper-type display medium on which the contents code and the attribute code 
are recorded (column 3, lines 21-23); 

a contents obtaining unit which obtains the contents corresponding to the 
contents code and the attribute code read by the contents code reading unit from the 
contents storing unit (10) (column 3, lines 21-23); and 

a control unit which displays the contents obtained by the contents obtaining unit 
on the paper-type display medium (column 3, line 24: the processor). 

Regarding claim 46, Moore teaches a step which assigns a contents code 
corresponding to the contents (column 3, lines 2-6: the machine readable code serves 
as the contents code); and 

a step which applies the contents code to the paper-type display medium 
(column 3, lines 1-2: the substrate serves as the paper type display medium, see 
column 4, lines 7-12: documents are paper type display media). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-4 and 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moore in view of Okamoto, et al. (US 2002/0004767, herein Okamoto). 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Moore teaches the system of claim 1 , as discussed 
above, as well as displaying contents on a paper type display medium (see above). 
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Moore does not teach reading a code indicating a limited times of use, 
performing an action when the times of use is smaller than the limited times of use, or 
displaying the times of use. 

Okamoto teaches teach reading a code indicating a limited times of use, 
performing an action when the times of use is smaller than the limited times of use 
(paragraphs 0208-0209, Fig. 13), and displaying the times of use (paragraph 0209: the 
message is output to the input/output unit 62) 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to add the limited times of use detection of Okamoto to the device of Moore, 
so that the device of Moore only displays the contents when the times of use is less 
than a number and outputs the number to the paper like display of Moore, because 
having a maximum number of reads can ensure that the system is not stuck and 
working properly at a certain point in the reading and also can ensure security of the 
system. 

Regarding claim 7, Moore in view of Okamoto teaches the system of claim 3, as 
discussed above. 

Moore further teaches the paper-type display medium comprising a contents 
display portion in which the contents are displayed, an invariable code recording portion 
in which the contents code and a code indicating the limited times-of-use in an 
unalterable state (column 3, lines 4-5), and a variable code recording portion in which a 
code indicating the times-of-use in an alterable state (column 3, lines 17-20: further 
action alters the mark or code). 
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Regarding claim 8, Moore in view of Okamoto teaches the system of claim 7, as 
discussed above. 

Moore further teaches characteristic information of the paper type display 
medium being recorded in the invariable code recording portion (column 3, lines 53-55). 
7. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moore in 
view of Davis, et al. (US 7044395, herein Davis). 

Regarding claim 37, Moore teaches the system of claim 34, including the 
contents, contents receiving unit, and contents storing unit, as discussed above. 

Moore does not teach the contents being a program and the receiving unit and 
contents storing unit being digital broadcasting receivers. 

Davis teaches the contents being a program (columns 4-5, lines 66-67 and 1-12: 
the machine instructions serve as a program) and components of the system being 
digital broadcast receivers (column 20, lines 15-42: the network components receives 
and send signals via the digital network, so they serve as digital broadcast receivers). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to add the machine instructions (program) and network components (digital 
broadcast receivers) of Davis to the system of Moore, because having machine 
instructions (program) of Davis allows for more robust features in the system, and 
adding the network components (digital broadcast receivers) allows the system to be 
deployed in more areas, since the components do not need to be near one another. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Silverbrook, et al. (US 681039) discloses a method and system for accessing the 
internet. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW MIKELS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5470. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 7AM- 
4PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on 571-272-2398. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Michael G Lee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2876 



